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PLATFORM SOMERSAULTS 


Vo political platforms mean 
anything? well, they do and 
they don’t. The trouble is 
that they attempt to please 
all factions in a party, dis- 
regarding the old adage that 
you can’t please everybody. 
They do mean something in the 
sense that they give us a 
clue to the philosophy of 
those incontrol of the party. 
They mean little in the sense 
that once politicians are inh 
office, and faced with the 
fulfillment of their promises, 
they often run into trouble. 
Then they turn somersaults 


over and under their party’s 
political platforms. 

Of course, the biggest po- 
litical somersault in our 
history was executed by 
Franklin ). Roosevelt in his 
first election. He was elect- 
edona primarily conservative 
pro-American platform — even 
though it was traditionally 
Democratic. No sooner was he 
in office than the platform 
went out the window - all of 
it - and we were off on a 
course thoroughly alien to 
our Constitution and \every- 
thing for which the word 








‘American’ stands. We have 
more or less traveled that 
same course ever since, no 
matter which party had power. 

This is easily seen in the 
platforms adopted by the 
Republican and Democratic 
parties this year. There are 
differences between the two 
platforms, but you have to 
hunt for them, whereas their 
resemblances are painfully 
apparent. And no matter what 
the party leaders say public- 
ly, the platform battles in 
both parties left deep wounds. 
The grumbling which crept in- 
to the news stories and the 
broadcasts was nothing com- 
pared to the degree of dis- 
satisfaction which many 
delegates carried back home 
with them. The ‘liberals’ in 
both parties - especially 
among the Republicans - felt 


FOREIGN POLICY PLANKS 


Where do the platforms of 
the two parties differ, and 
where are they alike? 

On foreign policy and de- 
fense, the two platforms are 
closest together, and farthest 
apart. They are closest to- 
gether in that both declare 
their opposition to communism 
and Soviet Russia’s world 
aims. This is the one point 
on which we can be grateful 


2 


many of the planks were not 
liberal enough. The conserva- 
tives in both parties, while 
putting on a front for the 
sake of party unity, felt 
they were given a raw deal. 

So far as the platforms are 
concerned, all this leaves 
the voters pretty much up in 
the air. However, there is a 
ray of hope for the future. 
It is a law of nature that to 
every action there must be a 
reaction. The two parties 
have grown so close together 
on sO many issues, that it 
seems inevitable that a party 
realignment must one day take 
place. We would still have 
two great parties. But one, 
in effect, would be a Liberal 
Party, and the other a Con- 
servative Party. Then the 
voter could make a choice 
with a clear conscience. 


that the two parties agree. 

However, there are differ- 
ences in the manner and method 
of opposing the communist 
threat. The American taxpayer 
will get no relief from either 
party so far as foreign hand- 
outs are concerned. But the 
Republican platform puts 
great emphasis on military 
foreign aid. It pays lip 
service at least, to the need 
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for economic aid being under- 
taken by private capital, but 
indicates the government 
would help along with loans 
rather than outright grants. 
The Democratic platform, on 
the other hand, puts its 
greatest emphasis on foreign 
economic aid, and evidently 
believes the handouts should 
go on forever. The fancy 
language says they should be 
made ‘on a long-term basis.’ 
That means allowing the bu- 
reaucrats to dish out the 
money as they please, without 
coming back to Congress for 
permission each year. 

The Democratic platform 
shows a tendency to believe 
that communists can be turned 
into nice, friendly neighbors. 
It puts stress on trade and 
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so-called ‘cultural’ rela- 
tions with the Red nations. 
Both platforms declare against 
recognition of Communist 
China, but the Democrats 
imply that if the Chinese 
Reds behave like good little 
boys in intermational rela- 
tions, they might eventually 
be recognized. All in all, 
the Republican platform is 
much more forthright on the 
communist threat. It declares 
that ‘To nullify the Soviet 
conspiracy is our greatest 
task,’ whereas the Democratic 
platform pledges to oppose 
‘armed communist aggression.’ 

On the subject of national 
defense, the Democrats are 
highly critical of our de- 
fenses. They actually imply 
that we have become second- 
rate in this field. The He- 
publicans say we have a 
military power second to none. 
But both platforms pledge to 
buald up and keep our de- 
fenses first-rate. 

Both platforms contain 
beautiful phrases about world 
disarmament. But in the state 
of the world today, these 
planks are probably meaning- 
less. The Democrats call for 
repeal of the Connally Reser- 
vation. If this is brought 
about, it would mean that the 
United States must give up to 
the World Court of the United 








Nations the right to decide 
what are domestic issues in 
this country. There are one- 
worlders in the HKepublican 
Party who also want to kill 
this safeguard, but evidently 
other counsel prevailed be- 
cause the Hepublican plat form 
is silent on this issue. The 
Republicans also refused to 
fall for one of Governor 


DOMESTIC PLANKS 


On domestic issues the 
Democratic platform is, as we 
said before, promises, prom- 
ises, promises. But the Re- 
publican platform is pretty 
big on promises too. Both are 
for government handouts for 
education — the Vemocrats 
whole hog; the Republicans 
with some limitations. Both 
are for opening a wedge to- 
ward socialized medicine in 
pledging medical aid for old 
folks - again with some lim- 
itations by the Republicans 
but none by the Democrats. 
Both pledge to do away with 
present restrictions on im- 
migration into the United 
States. Both promise continu- 
ed big handouts to farmers. 

On the general subject of 
economic growth and government 
fiscal policy, the Democrats 
are evidently prepared to 
spend and spend and spend. 


Rockefeller’s pet world-gov- 
ernment schemes - that the 
United States take the lead 
in forming what he calls 
economic and political ‘con- 
federations’ of nations. The 
Vemocratic platform calls 
vaguely for a ‘broader part- 
nership’ in the so-called 
Atlantic community. 


The Republicans recognize the 
need for a sound currency, 
the dangers of inflation, and 
that any real growth must 
come from the operation of a 
free economy. But they over- 
look the effects on the economy 
of their other spending prom- 
ises. Generally, the major 
difference here is that the 
Republicans see the need to 
do something about government 
costs and the burden of the 
public debt. The Democrats 
promise everything to every- 
body - and think they can 
make delivery with a balanced 
budget and no tax increase. 
On the question of labor, 
the Republicans make a few 
promises, but will not inter- 
fere with state right-to-work 
laws. The Democrats, on the 
other hand, go overboard for 
the labor-union-monopoly pro- 
gram of the Big Labor bosses. 


In fact, so careful an ob- 
server as Arthur Krock of the 
New York Times, said that the 
Uemocratic plank on labor was 
drafted by the AFL-CIO and 
adopted practically without 
modi fication by the platform 
committee and the convention. 

The same thing was true, he 
said, of the Democratic plank 
on civil rights. The NAACP 
drafted it, put in all its 
demands, and the Democratic 


convention swal lowed it whole. 
As for the Hepublican plank 
on civil rights, this same 
pressure group — the NAA@ - 
did a job there too, though 
not quite so successfully as 
they did with the Democrats. 
In any case, in the so-called 
‘civil rights’ planks, both 
parties are now on record as 
thumbing their noses at the 
Constitution and the rights 
of the states. -John T. Flynn 


Foregoing items covered in Mutual network broadcast 8/7/60 
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Book Review 


CHILLS FOR HOT WEATHER 


WHEN THE KISSING HAD TO 
STOP by Constantine Fitz- 
gibbon, 248 pages, Norton, 
n. ¥., 6. 

This is a novel about Eng- 
land a few years hence. It as 
easily could be a novel about 
America. Mr. Fitzgibbon is an 
American who served in the 
British Army and on the War 
Office Staff in Intelligence. 
He knows his England - how 
well he knows her! The result 
is the best political novel 
since Allen Drury’s Advise 
and Consent. Perhaps the 
author chose England for the 
scene of his terrifying story 
because she is closer to trag- 
edy - instead of Mr. vVrury’s 
hope - than the United States 


in these days of ban-the-bomb 
appeasers, let’ s-be- friends- 
with-Russia ‘liberals,’ and 
peace-even-at-the-price-of- 
slavery milquetoasts. 

But as you read this fast- 
paced, truly spine-tingling 
story of what happened in 
Britain when the above won 
the people to their banner, 
and took power, remember that 
not long ago an outfit known 
as the Committee for a Sane 
Nuclear Policy held a mass 
meeting in Madison Square 
Garden in New York. ‘Sane 
Nuclear Policy’ in the minds 
of the befuddled leaders of 
this movement (Norman Cousins 
Eleanor Roosevelt, Walter 
Reuther, Steve Allen, Linus 








Pauling, et al.) means to 
stop nuclear testing and ban 
the production of nuclear 
weapons. They nearly filled 
the Garden ~ under the expert 
organizing ability of a 
Communist Party member! 

Mr. Fitzgibbon is an exper- 
ienced and talented novelist. 
We prefer not to give away 
too much of his story, since 
its mounting excitement will 
keep you on the edge of your 
chair to the end. But the 
characters are nearly always 
believable, and the events in 
which they become entangled 
uncomfortably close to today’s 
headlines. We wish only that 
he had not fallen into the 
‘modernist’ trap of throwing 
in a clinically sexual, and 
unnecessary, scene or two. He 
is a good enough novelist to 
have handled these with better 
taste. However, perhaps it 
was not entirely his fault. 
We heard of a publisher re- 
cently who handed a manuscript 
back to an author with the 
words: ‘It’s a fine job, but 
put some more sex in it so 
it’ll sell.’ Also, this is a 
sadly degenerate England of 
which Mr. Fitzgibbon writes. 
One of his characters, Page- 
Gorman, a coldly calculating 
modern ‘liberal,’ analyzed 
his native land thus: 

‘They talked, and satisfied 


their appetites, and left 
others to make the decisions 
..-Nor was itonly in politics 
that this declension of will 
had become more and more ap- 
parent through the 1950’s and 
the 60’s. It was evident in 
the private lives of almost 
everyone he knew — adulterers 
who not only talked but ac- 
tually believed in the sancti- 
ty of marriage, pacifists 
quite prepared touse violence 
to attain their personal 
ends, atheistic clergymen not 
even aware that they had no 
God, millionaire socialists, 
semi-illiterate corner-boys 
accepted as leaders of culture 
by highly literate critics, 
drunken teetotallers, expa- 
triot patriots. Foreigners 
might regard it as hypocrisy, 
but Page-Gorman had long ago 
recognized this malady for 
what it was: loss of will.’ 
But even Page-Gorman made 
the fatal mistake of all oth- 
ers of his ilk. He thought he 
could usehis Soviet ‘ friends’ 
for his own purposes. What 
happened to him should send 
chills through the most case- 
hardened modern ‘liberal.’ 
Mr. Fitzgibbon has written 
an utterly fascinating, almost 
unbearably exciting story, so 
near the truth that it hurts. 
Read it — you won’t be sorry. 
And after you have, give your 
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copy to anybody you know who 
is in sympathy with the aims 
of the Committee for a Sane 
Nuclear Policy. In fact, if 
you can afford it, buy one or 
twoor a dozen copies and send 


tragedy have been stopped by 
less. And perhaps you would 
like to needle a few movie 
producers about this book. 
What a picture it would make! 
And what an antidote to that 


them to the members of the’ pro-leftist and much-touted 
Committee. Maybe, who knows, filmed tripe ‘On the Beach.’ 
one of them will read it. - liosalie Gordon 
Headlong plunges into national 


SO DON’ T START ’ EM 


“To end a going federal program is almost unthinkable, 
even though it may have become obsolete or undesirable. I 
can recall only two federal programs that have been abolish- 
ed since I was first elected to Congress: Uncle Sam no longer 
stables stallions for breeding cavalry horses, and is now 
out of the rum-distilling business in the Virgin Islands,” 

Congressman Charles E. Bennett (Fla. ) 


SELF-APPOINTED MESSTAHS 


“‘Atomic war is dangerous, of course, but no more dangerous 
to the individual than any other war - as the Tomb of the 
Unknown Soldier proves. Yet there move among the American 
people self-appointed Messiahs who constantly call attention 
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8 
to the horrors of armed conflict, as if George Washington, 
Robert E. Lee and Ulysses S. Grant were not aware of the 
devastation of war. 

“Do these false prophets think Bunker Hill was a picnic? 
Do they mistake the Death March from Bataan for a May-walk ? 
There never was a bargain basement price for freedom, as the 
heroic martyrs from the Boston Massacre to the Hungarian re- 
volt prove. No party and no free nation can deliver peace... 
To commit this nation to peace-at-any-price leadership is 
tantamount to surrender of the free world. We cannot answer 
Communist brinkmanship with lame-duck slinkmanship.” 

- from an address by James A. Farley 
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